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BEENYUP WATER TREATMENT PLANT — ODOURS 

Grievance 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley) [9.27 am]: My grievance is to the Minister for Water and concerns the 
Beenyup water treatment plant. Firstly, let me applaud the minister and the Water Corporation on the Beenyup 
waste water replenishment trial that is being undertaken in the northern suburbs. It is an outstanding project and 
one that will be of great benefit to people in the northern suburbs in the future. However, there is a significant 
issue that must be addressed by the facility. This issue probably impacts residents on all sides of the plant, not 
just those on my side and in my electorate—that is, the foul odour that is emitted from the plant on regular 
occasions. It is not just a whiff or a smell that passes by periodically. It is foul. It is pungent. It is strong and it is 
invasive.  

The plant was constructed in 1972, and it has certainly grown in that time. The part that I think is scaring 
residents more than anything is the plan to extend it even further so that it has the capacity to treat up to 
150 million litres a day in the coming years. I also know that when it was constructed there was a one-kilometre 
buffer zone around it, but after an upgrade in 2006 the boundary contours were changed, and many of those are 
much less than one kilometre. In fact, the contour boundary on my side is down to about 500 metres. I know the 
smell was really bad in the beginning—I have heard that—and I know it has improved, but there is still an issue 
that we need to address because, if we are going to expand the plant, we need to be prepared for these other 
aspects as well.  

I also understand that the facility has standards about what is acceptable odour control. The facility’s standard is 
eight hours in any year within a set contour. A letter I received from the Minister for Water on 7 June 2011 
stated that the corporation expects to receive complaints from time to time. I understand that, but the bottom line 
is that residents do not understand that or see any action on those complaints. If it is just a reception of 
complaints without any action, that could concern me.  

Residents can provide me with details of the times and dates that they experienced this unfortunate odour. I have 
forwarded this information to the minister; for example, one resident experienced odours on 13, 14, 16 and 22 
April, and on 1, 4, 17 and 22 May, and not for one hour at a time—this can go on for hours. These people are 
experiencing odours way beyond the acceptable eight hours a year that the Water Corporation has as its criteria. 
Obviously, some of my residents are in a zone where any time the wind blows, except from the east and the 
south, they smell it. How often does the wind blow from the west and the north in Perth? I have to tell members, 
it is quite a lot and it can start early in the morning and go well into the night. The buffer zone east of that plant 
is the shortest distance, which I have already mentioned. Let me give the minister some examples of the 
experiences of these residents: they cannot go out at night; they find walking in the morning unpleasant; they 
cannot hang their washing on the line, because it comes in smelly; they do not sit out at night in summer; and 
they do not have barbecues. They do not live the lifestyle that we like to live in Western Australia. What is really 
concerning me now is that people are selling; people are moving out because of this facility. They probably 
knew it was there when they bought the houses, but nobody knew what it was like until they actually lived there.  

In the letter that the minister sent to me, he informed me that there had been recent upgrades to the plant to meet 
the increasing waste volumes and that odour control was again a significant focus. The minister also stated that it 
was not expected that these works would reduce the odour impact significantly. The other thing that the minister 
mentioned to me was that odour control is expensive. I guess I have to take from that that there are effective 
odour control capabilities around the world—I am sure there are—but it appears there is a lack of intention to 
invest in these odour control capabilities. As I said, I think it is a wonderful thing that the plant can do, and no-
one is disputing that we need plants such as this, but I think that there needs to be a similar investment in the 
odour control capabilities and those offshoots that occur from a facility such as this. 

My residents know that this plant is expected to increase in capacity in the coming years. They read all the 
documentation; they know what is going on. They also know that it appears that there is little commitment by the 
plant to address the issue of odour control, as it appears that the focus of the plant is on the treatment of the 
waste water. I also reaffirm that these residents are not opposed to water recycling. They are very much aware of 
the importance of this for the future of water supplies in Perth. But I ask the minister on their behalf to urgently 
address the issue of odour control at the Beenyup waste water treatment site to achieve an acceptable solution to 
the problem for the residents. They do not want the odour levels to continue and even increase over the next few 
years. 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Water) [9.31 am]: I thank the member for Kingsley for 
some notice of this grievance. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman interjected. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY — Thursday, 18 August 2011] 

 p6197b-6199a 
Ms Andrea Mitchell; Mr Bill Marmion 

 [2] 

The SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup! 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Mr Speaker, I am giving a grievance only to the member for Kingsley. As people in the 
northern suburbs know, the Beenyup waste water treatment plant is one of three waste water treatment plants in 
the north of Perth: the one in Subiaco is in my electorate; there is the Beenyup waste water treatment plant, 
which the grievance is about; and the new one at Alkimos. All three of those waste water treatment plants are 
significant pieces of infrastructure that are essential for the health of Western Australians who live in those areas. 
I recognise that waste water treatment plants do have odour issues. I was certainly aware of the Subiaco waste 
water treatment plant when I was a student. Anyone who ever played sport at McGillivray Oval would have 
caught a whiff of the Subiaco waste water treatment plant. Everyone knows about that. There was about a 
$20 million or $30 million upgrade of the Subiaco plant. The odour now is not anywhere near as notable. 

I went to the Beenyup waste water treatment plant in 1976 when I was a student. I travelled on a bus. It was 
while I was studying waste water treatment at university. We all got on the bus — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: What degree do you get for that? 

Mr W.R. MARMION: An engineering degree. It was one of many units, member for Vasse. 

The bus trip was a long one. Indeed we travelled through a lot of bush to get there. In fact I would not have been 
able to retrace how I got there in 1976. Now it is a lot easier to get there. As the member for Kingsley said, 
development has encroached in recent years. The member mentioned that there was originally a buffer of one 
kilometre. When I went there in 1976 there would have been no residents within probably about two or three 
kilometres. Unfortunately, I understand there are now residents as close as about 150 metres. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: One hundred and twenty, actually. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: One hundred and twenty metres—that is just unbelievable. That obviously causes 
problems when there is a buffer around water treatment plants and residential development is approved closer to 
waste water treatment plants. A waste water treatment plant cannot just be moved as residents get there; that 
residential development is there because a waste water treatment plant actually provides the opportunity for 
development in the area.  

The Water Corporation has invested heavily in odour control treatment at that particular plant. In the early 2000s 
in response to then community concern about the odour, a $40 million upgrade included installation of odour 
scrubbers in addition to covering critical processes to reduce the odours, which was similar to what was done at 
the Subiaco treatment plant. A community reference group was also formed a number of years ago and continues 
to meet. Indeed the last meeting was on Monday this week. This group meets to discuss any concerns about the 
Beenyup waste water treatment plant. The odour issue was obviously a topic of discussion at Monday’s meeting. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman interjected. 

Mr W.R. MARMION: Mr Speaker, I am responding to a grievance from the member for Kingsley. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Joondalup! 

Mr W.R. MARMION: The government continues to invest in the Beenyup waste water treatment plant to 
ensure essential services are met, as I mentioned. In 2006 a project was initiated to increase the capacity of the 
Beenyup waste water treatment plant to 135 million litres per day. Included with this were additional odour 
control measures and treatment. This upgrade was substantially completed in 2010 at a cost of approximately 
$160 million. It included investment in odour treatment, including covering of plant processes and utilising 
improved odour treatment through innovative bioscrubbers. 

One of the issues is that the tying in of new parts of the plant to the old parts, which was commissioned during 
2010 and 2011, has led to higher odour periods and has resulted in many of the odour complaints. The 
complaints that the member recorded and the times coincide with the tying in of the old and new parts of the 
plant. I am confident that once the upgrade has been completed, the odour problems that occurred at that 
particular time will be reduced. It is unfortunate that residents who are very close cop the worst of the odour. 

In addition, some odour control equipment has just been commissioned in the upgrade of the plant to produce 
135 million litres per day. The benefits of that have not been realised, particularly in the sludge treatment areas 
of the plants. These are considered to be causing many of the recent unacceptable odour impacts in the 
surrounding community. Work is continuing in an effort to find solutions to these deficiencies, with some 
solutions already progressing. At the recent community reference group meeting, some of these solutions were 
discussed, including changing duty and standby fan arrangements to duty and assist mode, improvements to the 
sludge load facility and enhancements to the waste gas burner arrangements. I am sure the member will 
understand all that. These solutions are being further explored. In the longer term the Water Corporation will 
continue to look for technical and operational improvements to further reduce odour impacts from the Beenyup 
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waste water treatment plant. However, it must be noted that there is a practical limit to odour control. For those 
residents close to the Beenyup waste water treatment plant, odours may always be noticeable from time to time 
due to process and equipment breakdowns or maintenance that is required at such major processing plants. The 
Water Corporation will attempt to minimise these issues in consultation with the community reference group. In 
summing up, I just want to add that the Water Corporation will continue to focus on further capital upgrades and 
look at even further works. 
 


